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Legislative Assembly of Alberta

Title: Thursday, March 23, 2006
Date: 06/03/23
[The Speaker in the chair]

1:30 p.m.

head: Prayers

The Speaker: Good afternoon.

Let us pray. Let us keep ever mindful of the special and unique
opportunity we have to work for our constituents and our province,
and in that work let us find strength and wisdom. Amen.

Please be seated.

head: Introduction of Guests

The Speaker: The hon. Minister of Human Resources and Employ-
ment.

Mr. Cardinal: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. I have two
introductions. First of all, it is my pleasure to introduce to you and
through you to Members of the Legislative Assembly 25 employees
of the personnel administration office who are here on a public
service orientation tour. They are seated in the members’ gallery
this afternoon. I’d like them to rise and receive the traditional warm
welcome of the Assembly.

Mr. Speaker, it’s also my pleasure to introduce to you and through
you to members of the Assembly 65 grade 6 students from the
Gibbons school. They are accompanied by parents and teachers.
They are seated in the members’ gallery this afternoon. I’d like
them all to rise and receive the traditional warm welcome of the
Assembly.

Thank you.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for St. Albert.

Mr. Flaherty: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. It’s a pleasure to introduce
to you and through you to members of the Assembly Eric
Oddleifson, his wife, Collette, and son Evan. Collette is Evan’s
homeroom teacher. He says that he’s a 90 per cent student. They
also wrote a letter to the Premier, and I’1l just read the last sentence.
It says, “I urge you [Mr. Premier] to do your job and keep our water
clean and keep us safe.” Would you please rise and receive the
warm welcome of the Assembly.
Thank you.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Beverly-Clareview.

Mr. Martin: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I have two introductions
today. I am pleased to introduce to you and members of the
Assembly three guests seated in the public gallery. They are Reg
Basken and his two grandchildren, Reg and Kimberley Barry. Reg,
of course, is a long-time labour leader in this country. He was the
president of the national Communications, Energy and Paperworkers
Union, a former president of the AFL. He’s active in many charita-
ble organizations, such as the United Way and the Edmonton
Community Foundation. Most importantly, he’s president of the
Alberta NDP. His grandchildren, Kimberley and Reg Barry, are
visiting Edmonton on their school break from Prince George. I see
they’re standing. 1’d ask that they receive the traditional warm
welcome of the Assembly.

I’'m also delighted today to introduce to you and members of the
Assembly Grant McLean. Grant has served as a senior manager
with the government of Alberta in the Department of the Solicitor

General and Public Security and was also a former aide-de-camp to
the Lieutenant Governor of Alberta. He is an officer in the Order of
Military Merit and is a recent recipient of an Alberta centennial
medal for his extensive work in our community. Grant is also the
former mayor of Airdrie. He is seated in the public gallery. I’d ask
that you give him the traditional warm welcome of the Assembly.

head: Oral Question Period

The Speaker: First Official Opposition main question. The hon.
Leader of the Official Opposition.

Endowment Funds

Dr. Taft: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. This Conservative government
has borrowed heavily against Alberta’s future by spending virtually
all of the natural resource revenue it takes in each year. The Official
Opposition has been leading the charge for a greater emphasis on
savings. Even the Premier spoke last September of new endowment
funds within a matter of months. My first question is to the Minister
of Environment. Why has an environmental endowment fund,
critically needed to address water and other issues, simply evapo-
rated into thin air?

Mr. Boutilier: Mr. Speaker, quite to the contrary. One thing about
this government is that any new idea, such as the hon. member has
mentioned, the environmental endowment — I want to say to
members here: do we support the environment, ladies and gentle-
men? It is very obvious to me that an environmental endowment is
anew idea, a new idea that needs to be fed, that needs to be nurtured
so that we will make it a reality, and that’s exactly what this
government is doing.

The Speaker: The hon. leader.

Dr. Taft: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I'd like to see the line in the
budget that addresses that one.

My next question is to the Minister of Advanced Education. Why
has this government chosen to completely neglect last year’s
flagship legislation by not committing one single penny to the access
to the future fund?

The Speaker: The hon. minister.

Mr. Hancock: Thank you. This government last year indicated in
a stellar way through Bill 1 and through the throne speech that we
were going to put $5 billion into endowments for the future: half a
billion dollars into the Alberta heritage medical research fund, half
abillion dollars into the Alberta ingenuity fund, a billion dollars into
the heritage scholarship fund, and $3 billion into the access to the
future fund. That access to the future fund has already generated
significant interest in Albertans and others, contributing back to
postsecondary education and advanced education in this province.
Mr. Speaker, $750 million has been put into that fund, which will
contribute $45 million this year to match those contributions; $250
million has been put into the heritage scholarship fund; $200 million
has been put into the ingenuity fund. So we’ve made a huge step
forward on that. Yes, of course, I’'m pressing for more and pressing
for more earlier. Our Premier has indicated that within three years
that access to the future fund would be fully funded. One year has
gone past. We’ve got two more years to get that done, and I think
we’re on track to do it.

Dr. Taft: My third question, Mr. Speaker, is to the Minister of
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Finance. What has happened to a social sciences endowment fund,
crucial to addressing children’s needs?

Mrs. McClellan: Mr. Speaker, we’ve made a commitment of some
$5 billion to endowments, and we do intend to fully fund those. Tt
would be perhaps imprudent to discuss another endowment, as
important as that endowment is. We have made a commitment to do
that, but at this point we’re making our commitment to the funds we
have. The hon. Minister of Advanced Education mentioned a
number of them: the medical research endowment, another $200
million to that plus more coming.

Mr. Speaker, the opposition very conveniently ignores the fact that
we have done a debt repayment of $22.7 billion over this time
period, saving $1.5 billion in debt servicing. That’s where part of
the funds have gone. He conveniently forgets all of the initiatives
that we’ve made in health, education, advanced education to move
this province forward. Why don’t we just tell the whole story?

The Speaker: Second Official Opposition main question. The hon.
Leader of the Official Opposition.

Unbudgeted Surplus

Dr. Taft: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Spending of oil and gas
revenues in this province continues to rise dramatically as this
government becomes increasingly reliant on nonrenewable resource
revenues. Since 2004 we’ve seen an increase in this spending from
$3.5 billion a year to $5.3 billion a year. It’s an addiction, and it’s
a trend that is clearly unsustainable. My question is to the Minister
of Finance. In this time of unprecedented boom why is this
government increasing nonrenewable resource revenue spending
instead of investing the funds so that they become permanent?

1:40

Mrs. McClellan: Mr. Speaker, again, I think the hon. member
discounts and ignores completely the fact that we put $1 billion in
the heritage fund in the third quarter. We have another $1 billion
going in in this budget. That is a permanent increase to that fund.
He also conveniently forgets that we just gave a 16 per cent increase
to Advanced Education: I’m sure he would rather not have had that.
A 7.7 per cent increase to Health: maybe we shouldn’t have done
that. A 5.1 per cent increase to Education: maybe we shouldn’t have
done that. And $13.5 billion for capital projects: maybe we didn’t
need any of those. It’s easy to sit on the other side of the House and
come up with these types of questions but absolutely no solutions,
no answers. Spend more, quit spending: the contradiction is quite
amazing.

The Speaker: The hon. leader.

Dr. Taft: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Actually, we do have an answer,
and it’s our own surplus policy.

My question to the Treasurer: given that this government clearly
lacks direction for the future of this province, why doesn’t it do the
right thing and adopt a sustainable policy, the Alberta Liberal policy
for surplus investments?

Mrs. McClellan: Mr. Speaker, I suppose that we could have done
that this year. We’d have had no increase for health. We’d have had
no increase for advanced education. We’d have had no increase for
education. We’d have had no increase for children. We’d have had
no increase for safer communities, for a better court system. We
could have done that. What we’ve said instead is that we will save.

We will spend wisely. We no longer have a debt, the only province
in Canada that can boast that, probably the only place in North
America that can boast that. That’s all conveniently forgotten in this
discussion.

The Speaker: The hon. leader.

Dr. Taft: Thank you. My final question, to the Minister of Infra-
structure and Transportation: given that this government is not
endowing capital spending, how does the minister expect to fund
repairs of potholes and roads and public buildings when the oil and
gas run out?

Mrs. McClellan: Mr. Speaker, we have a capital account of $13.5
billion. That’s dedicated to new postsecondary education facilities
here, new health facilities across the province, new postsecondary,
in fact, across the province. It’s to better roads, including beginning
of the twinning of highway 63. I want to point out to the hon.
member that our capital plan is three times the size of any capital
plan in any province in Canada today.

The Speaker: Third Official Opposition main question. The hon.
Member for Edmonton-Manning.

Income Support

Mr. Backs: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. AISH and PDD in the Seniors
and Community Supports department were increased in yesterday’s
budget. [interjections] Good thing. Good thing. But in Alberta
Works, under the human resources department, funds for people in
transition and people not expected to work were cut. These are
Albertans who will not benefit from health care premium changes.
These are the poorest of the poor and those trying to break free of
the welfare cycle. A question to the Minister of Human Resources
and Employment: with earnings supplements for the working poor
cut 19 per cent and health benefit funding cut 16 per cent, is the
minister telling our working poor to expect less?

Mr. Cardinal: Mr. Speaker, of course, it is unfortunate that anyone
in Alberta, with such a hot economy and so many services, would go
through some challenging times to meet basic needs, but the hon.
member is not right to say that there was no increase. There was an
increase in the budget for that specific area. We try our best to
ensure that the best services that are available can be provided to our
clientele.

You know, Mr. Speaker, when you go back a number of years,
most of the dollars that were spent through the support programs
were for single people and couples without children that were
employable. In fact, the welfare caseload at one time was 97,000,
with 5,400 staff working and a $1.7 billion budget. At one time 80
per cent of those people on welfare were people that were employ-
able and trainable and couples without children. Today, Mr.
Speaker, the welfare caseload is down to 25,000, and half of those
are expected to work, but half are not expected to work for various
reasons.

We do not have a welfare office, Mr. Speaker, in Alberta any-
more. We have 56 employment centres that assist people to make
the transition from welfare to full employment eventually.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. Backs: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. To the same minister: with
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your business plan saying train them to get off welfare, why is this
ministry cutting funds to get welfare recipients off supports?

Mr. Cardinal: Well, that is not true, Mr. Speaker. In fact, at one
time the workers in the department, the 5,400 staff spending $1.7
billion, spent 80 per cent of their time providing support for young
people, couples without children, single people that should be
working. We do not have that in Alberta. At the 56 employments
centres now when a person walks in for social assistance, they’ll get
career counselling, resumé writing, job placement, and the transi-
tional supports that are necessary to get them back on their feet.

Mr. Backs: To the same minister, Mr. Speaker: with less supports,
fewer welfare recipients, are you bringing back the idea of free one-
way bus tickets to send welfare recipients out of Alberta?

Mr. Cardinal: Mr. Speaker, only the welfare recipients that don’t
want to work do that. The others all want jobs and training.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Beverly-Clareview,
followed by the hon. Member for Battle River-Wainwright.

Corporate Taxes

Mr. Martin: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Yesterday’s provincial
budget delivered a massive tax cut, that’s going cost taxpayers of
Alberta $370 million, for highly profitable corporations in an already
overheated economy. This is just dumb economics. The CEOs of
the major corporations’ investment in the PC party is paying
dividends in spades. Meanwhile, the budget figures show that
average Alberta families will actually see their personal income
taxes go up $102 million next year. My question is to the Minister
of Finance. How can the minister justify the completely unjustified
and unnecessary 15 per cent cuts in taxes for the corporate sponsors
of the PC party while taking more money out of the pockets of
ordinary Albertans?

Mrs. McClellan: Mr. Speaker, again, you know, it’s a bit distress-
ing. We’re all in this House. We all have access to budget docu-
ments. Many of us have been here for some time, and every hon.
member in this House should know that the first tax reductions were
made on the personal side. I produced a budget book, which was
tabled and given to every member of this Assembly yesterday. Ifthe
hon. member would go to a section on tax in this, he would quickly
understand that we have already saved average Albertans $1.5
billion in taxes. In addition to that we increased the basic exemption
and spousal or dependent exemption. Again, in addition we index
that increase every year so it’s not clawed back by inflation.

Mr. Speaker, no other province in Canada matches a spousal
exemption — no other. The federal government doesn’t do it. Have
alook at the graph, and see what the NDP government in Saskatche-
wan’s exemption is on basic and spousal, and come back and tell me
that we’ve ignored the average Albertan.

Mr. Martin: You notice, Mr. Speaker, that she didn’t talk about the
question.

The question is this: why would you give the most profitable
corporations in an overheated economy a gift of $370 million?
Explain that to the taxpayers of Alberta.

Mrs. McClellan: Mr. Speaker, I don’t think it’s any secret that the
opposition member who is speaking now is not interested in business
of any kind.

I’ve had the opportunity today to meet with some of the business
leaders in this province, and they do understand what drives this
economy. They do understand that the Alberta businesses here
today have to compete not only in Canada but in a global economy.
They do understand that while we are competitive in Alberta,
Canada is not competitive in the world, and we have to work hard to
make sure that our federal government follows our lead and make
sure that our businesses can continue to operate, continue to work in
a global economy, continue to generate jobs so that the average
Albertan has a place to work.

1:50

Mr. Martin: Mr. Speaker, my question is simply this: how can the
Minister of Finance justify having a corporate tax rate 20 per cent
lower than the next lowest province while saddling an Alberta
family of four making $60,000 with an income tax bill 28 per cent
higher than in the province of Ontario?

Mrs. McClellan: Mr. Speaker, all I can say is: hon. member, I
would be happy to sit down with you and go over your figures
because they are not exactly accurate.

Chronic Wasting Disease

Mr. Griffiths: Mr. Speaker, chronic wasting disease is an issue in
my constituency as that’s where the first cull of CWD-infected deer
was made a year ago. [ understand that five more cases were
discovered through the chronic wasting disease control program.
My questions are to the Minister of Sustainable Resource Develop-
ment. Can the minister tell us if these further cases mean we are
getting ahead of the disease or it’s becoming an epidemic?

The Speaker: The hon. minister.

Mr. Coutts: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Alberta considers chronic
wasting disease a serious environmental as well as economic threat.
We have 400,000 wild deer in this province. We must continue to
be very, very aggressive in making sure that our approach is to
prevent chronic wasting disease from coming across the Saskatche-
wan/Alberta border and infecting those 400,000 deer. The program
that the hon. member is talking about started in January, and it is part
of our long-term effort. Seven thousand deer have been tested since
1996. Actually, contrary to the claims that were made in the House
this week about whether we’re doing the right things or not, I’d like
to point out that by doing nothing, as was suggested, this local deer
population would be decimated within 50 years — that’s the local
deer population —and it would go to the entire province. Our actions
help to make sure that Alberta’s deer are being protected.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. Griffiths: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Again, to the same
minister: how did your department select these control measures?

Mr. Coutts: Well, Mr. Speaker, we use the best science available
both in Canada and internationally, and our actions are based on
recommendations of an expert international panel. That’s a
scientific panel, and it’s guided by a national strategy of Canada.
Reducing deer density is the key, and it is the recommended
response for all future recommendations on the spread of chronic
wasting disease. We need to do everything we can to keep more
animals from becoming infected and to protect both the environmen-
tal and economic viability of rural Alberta.
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The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. Griffiths: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. My final question is to the
same minister. Given that the deer population is so critical and
important to the constituents in my area, what is your department
doing to ensure that these residents are informed, consulted, and
engaged in these actions?

Mr. Coutts: Local consultation is very, very important, consultation
not only with the residents, Mr. Speaker, but also with hunters and
guides and outfitters. Two public meetings were held in Empress
and Chauvin to present our action plans and to answer technical
questions about the science of chronic wasting disease. We work
closely with other government departments, like Agriculture, Food
and Rural Development, Health and Wellness, and Community
Development as well as our partner in Saskatchewan, where the
threat really comes from.
Thank you.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Rutherford,
followed by the hon. Member for West Yellowhead.

Automobile Insurance

Mr. R. Miller: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. A true or false
question for the Minister of Finance: is your ministry seeking a one-
year delay in your own self-imposed review of automobile insurance
reforms due to take place this fall?

Mrs. McClellan: Mr. Speaker, there is a discussion ongoing now as
to whether we should have a little more experience before that
complete review is taking place. So while I don’t think it’s defini-
tive yet, certainly that discussion is occurring, and it will occur with
the stakeholders. We will determine together whether it’s prudent
to move ahead if we have enough information.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. R. Miller: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. To the Minister of
Finance: how will Alberta drivers benefit by waiting one more year
for the AIRB to confirm what they already know, that is that the
government’s bungled reforms have greatly benefited private
insurance companies at their expense?

Mrs. McClellan: Well, Mr. Speaker, that’s not what we’re finding
at all. In fact, there are a number of things we’re finding that are
very positive. One, the number of uninsured drivers has dropped
dramatically — uninsured drivers. There is more fairness in the
system today because people are not discriminated against by gender
or age. The Automobile Insurance Rate Board — and the member
full well knows this — has the authority to review rates throughout
the year and make decisions as to whether to recommend a rate
decrease. So they will not be waiting for any change. But I think
it’s prudent to have the right information when you make decisions
to change. We’ve had a little over a year’s experience with automo-
bile insurance reform, and it is a very, very positive outcome to this
point.

The Speaker: The hon. member.
Mr. R. Miller: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. To the same minister:

given that the Alberta insurance rate board will not discuss the
circumstances surrounding the recent hasty and completely unex-

pected departure of their executive director, will the minister please
inform this House why he left?

Mrs. McClellan: Mr. Speaker, I couldn’t possibly do that because
that is certainly in the purview of the Automobile Insurance Rate
Board. I would suggest that the hon. member talk to them. I have
not asked the question, didn’t know the circumstances, and I’'m not
sure that it is really my affair.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for West Yellowhead, followed by
the hon. Member for Edmonton-Centre.

Forest Sustainability

Mr. Strang: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Yesterday Global Forest
Watch Canada released a report about the amount of intact versus
fragmented forest in Canada, with particular attention paid to
Alberta. Can the Minister of Sustainable Resource Development
explain what it means by “fragmented forest”?

The Speaker: The hon. minister.

Mr. Coutts: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. This is an
important question because the report indicates and shows and
acknowledges that Canada has a vast forest, and it is probably the
most intact in the world. Alberta has 60 per cent of its land base as
part of that forest. The report that the hon. member is talking about
defines an intact forest as 10,000 hectares with no sign of human
activity whatsoever. So what that means is a tract of land the size of
the city of, say, Lethbridge or Red Deer, where there would be no
roads, no human activity, no farms, no ranches, absolutely nothing
happening and everything being sterile. That’s their definition in the
report, not ours.

The Speaker: Hon. minister, please. The purpose of question
period is not to ask for definitions of words; it’s to deal with
government policy. Perhaps you could move on to the second
question.

Mr. Strang: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. My first supplementary
question is to the same minister. How is he, as a minister, dealing
with this challenge in Alberta?

Mr. Coutts: Actually, that’s exactly where I was heading, Mr.
Speaker, because in order to understand our policy of sustainability,
it was important to show what the report was standing up and talking
about. Sustainable Resource Development manages the landscape
from a different perspective than the report. Ours is that of balance.
We balance the needs of forestry, oil and gas; we balance the needs
of recreation; and we balance the needs that the wildlife need to
survive in the forest. We do that over a very long period of time. So
we recognize that the forest is a living thing and, in doing so, that the
renewable resource that we see is a living thing. That’s how and
why we manage it sustainably for the future.

2:00

The Speaker: That was helpful.
The hon. member.

Mr. Strang: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. My second supplementary
question is to the same minister. How do we address the needs of
wildlife?
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Mr. Coutts: Sure. We manage the landscape based on balance, as
I said, for a variety of users, Mr. Speaker. We have official
protected areas in the province, we have wildlife habitat, plus we
have management plans that help us take the steps to account for the
needs of wildlife. We also have a critical habitat review that takes
place before applications go into sensitive areas, and forest manage-
ment plans are required before companies can go in and do any
forestry. We have set-asides. We have regulations in place to
protect streams and other sensitive areas that will help our wildlife
flourish in the province.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Centre, followed by
the hon. Member for Leduc-Beaumont-Devon.

Ambulance Funding

Ms Blakeman: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Emergency room
overcrowding has been a constant problem that has been brought to
the minister’s attention time after time, and the government has
offered no solutions. In fact, insufficient funding by this govern-
ment will prevent the Capital health region from increasing the
number of acute-care beds to ease backlogs in the emergency room.
On top of that, this government decided not to increase funding for
the municipal ambulance program. My questions are to the minister
of health. Given that there were no ambulances in Edmonton to
respond to emergencies 93 times in February 2006, up from only
eight times in all of 2004, can the minister explain the decision not
to increase funding for ambulances?

Ms Evans: Mr. Speaker, from a number of points of view the hon.
member has cited some issues that I believe have been topical in the
media but may not reflect the capacity that we’re trying to build in
regional health authorities. The regional health authorities have
been gifted with an average across the province of about 6 per cent;
in the case of the Edmonton capital region a 5.7 per cent increase,
over $100 million. In terms of the capacity that they wish to
establish in terms of beds, it will not only be between the hospitals
in downtown Edmonton but between the subacute region.

There’s a lot of work being done, Mr. Speaker, in your own
constituency. I believe some of the day surgeries and other proce-
dures are being transferred to Barrhead, are being transferred to
other areas. It’s quite exciting to see the co-operation that hospitals
are building in order to accommodate capacity when beds are short.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Ms Blakeman: Thank you. Again to the same minister: given that
much of the system’s ability to take new patients into the ER or for
surgeries depends on the ability to discharge people into long-term
care, why has the minister only committed $78 million to long-term
care when even she admits that it needs $250 million?

Ms Evans: Mr. Speaker, in terms of the long-term care plan we
recognized that both in the third quarter and in the monies that are
in this budget there are dollars to move from a staffing ratio in 2004-
05 that was at 3.1 to 3.6 hours of care per person per day. I think
that under these circumstances you see us accelerating the type of
care that’s provided to people. You see a much stronger capacity
that we’ve built with lifts, with medication supports, with adminis-
trative supports.

Yes, Mr. Speaker, we still have work to do, and we continue to do
that. We’re preparing standards so that long-term care patients and
people that are working with the care plans for long-term care

patients will be stronger. We’re working on more information and
better training. If you look at the budget this year of my colleague
the Minister of Advanced Education, you will see many more people
that are coming into training for positions that will someday help and
support this.

Mr. Speaker, on every front we’re trying to tackle the problems to
make sure that we have adequate staffing and long-term care
placements.

Ms Blakeman: Again to the same minister: how can Albertans
believe that this government can reform the entire health system
when they’ve proved they can’t even manage the ambulance
service?

Ms Evans: Well, Mr. Speaker, we’re not even making any pretense
of managing the ambulance service. It is not our job. We have
provided . . .

Ms Blakeman: You’re not funding it. You’re not managing it.
The Speaker: The hon. minister has the floor.

Ms Evans: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, in over 25 years of local and provincial politics, to
my best recollection the province of Alberta has never managed the
ambulance system. What we have done in the last two years is
provide at least $55 million to all but two authorities that are
receiving $10 million for pilot projects to support health care
management within the ambulance system. We have had members
of municipal ambulance systems working on an advisory committee
— and note that I say municipal employees, not provincial govern-
ment employees — trying to define what, if any, should be the future
of managing ambulance in a proper way. I think that over the last
few months they’ve done a lot of consultation. They’re looking at
patient safety. They’re looking at the impact on municipal authori-
ties. I’m sincerely hopeful that at the conclusion of this you’ll see
a plan for ambulance delivery that will be both safe and that will
accommodate the regions in the best way possible.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Leduc-Beaumont-Devon,
followed by the hon. Member for Lethbridge-East.

Income Support
(continued)

Mr. Rogers: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. My question is for the
Minister of Human Resources and Employment. The announcement
to raise income support rates for Albertans who cannot work is very
good news, but why is there no increase for the 15,000 people who
also get assistance through Alberta Works but are expected to work?

The Speaker: The hon. minister.

Mr. Cardinal: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. That is a very
good question. At least the member mentioned that those people
that are not expected to work did get an increase in the budget.
Talking about the 15,000 or so that are expected to work, our top
priority — and I said this earlier in question period — through the 56
employment centres is to put these people back into the workforce
as quickly as possible because that is where the clientele want to be.
Through that, we provide employment exemptions, daycare support,
school support, and other expenses, health care support, even
relocation to a new community if they choose to do so. So that is
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our plan. Anyone that’s able to work, that’s living in Alberta will
eventually have to work.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. Rogers: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. To get a little more clarity,
why aren’t any of the rates tied to standard measures like the market-
based measure to ensure that rates are at least in line with the cost of
living?

Mr. Cardinal: Mr. Speaker, the market-basket measure and others
like it are good research tools, as we all know, basically to explore
low-income issues that trace Albertans. Of course, we use them for
that purpose only. We don’t use them to determine what assistance
is required because we provide so many other valuable services like
thousands of jobs in Alberta.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Mr. Rogers: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. My final supplementary: is
the 5 per cent increase going to be enough for those clients who
cannot work or get enough money through other employment?

Mr. Cardinal: Mr. Speaker, of course, we’ll continue monitoring
that situation very closely as we move forward. [ mentioned earlier
that there are other supports provided for those people, and we’ll
continue doing that.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Lethbridge-East, followed by
the hon. Member for Edmonton-Strathcona.

Continuing Care Assistance

Ms Pastoor: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Almost a year after the
Auditor General’s scathing report and recommendations by the MLA
task force this government has committed less than 30 per cent of
the $250 million estimated by the minister of health to improve
continuing care. I’ll steal a motion from my fellow member, Fort
McMurray-Wood Buffalo, and say: do we not all in this House
support our vulnerable seniors? My question is to the Minister of
Finance. Can the minister explain how she failed to budget the
resources necessary to fix continuing care when racehorses got a 40
per cent increase?

2:10

Mrs. McClellan: Mr. Speaker, [ am really struggling to understand
which budget documents my hon. colleagues across the way are
using. I thought they were in the House when we presented the
budget and the numbers yesterday. Now, I want the hon. member to
just think again of the amount of increase to long-term care and the
$250 million that she quoted and the 30 per cent. [interjections]

The Speaker: The hon. member has the floor.

Ms Pastoor: Thank you. Actually, the next question is to the
minister of health. I’ll come back with that math answer. Given that
$63 million was granted to horse racing and only $42 million put
toward improving seniors’ care, can the minister explain how many
full-time personal care aides could have been hired with that money?

Ms Evans: Mr. Speaker, I’'m not clear about whether it’s the money
that was relative to the horse racing, so I would have to say that |
need more clarification in order to answer the question.

The Speaker: The hon. member.
Ms Pastoor: Thank you. That would have been the difference
between 42 and 63.

The Speaker: The question, please.

Ms Pastoor: To the Minister of Gaming: how many task forces were
required to determine that horse racing should receive a 40 per cent
increase?

Mr. Graydon: Actually, if no one shows up at the racetrack and
doesn’t put any money in the slot machines, there will be a zero per
cent increase.

The Speaker: The hon. Member for Edmonton-Strathcona, followed
by the hon. Member for Calgary-West.

Corporate Taxes
(continued)

Dr. Pannu: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Yesterday’s budget showed
once again that in Alberta friends of the government get richer, and
everyone else gets scraps from the master’s table. The $370 million
gift to corporate friends of this government is beyond comprehen-
sion for most Albertans especially because it’s not a one-time gift;
it’s a gift in perpetuity, year after year after year. That these
megaprofitable corporations will be laughing even harder to the bank
while Albertans are stuck with health premiums and user fees is
unconscionable. My questions are to the Minister of Finance. Why
is this government willing to give billionaire corporations six times
the amount this government is willing to invest in early learning and
child care?

Mrs. McClellan: Mr. Speaker, I want to take the hon. members to
page 134 in the fiscal outlook book. I’m sure that you have them in
front of you. We’ll have an opportunity to debate this because this
is part of my department. If you go to the bottom of that page, it
clearly says: “Effective April 1, 2006, we will reduce the general
corporate income tax rate to 10 per cent, lowering taxes for Alberta
businesses” [interjections] — can we listen once more? — “by $265
million.” That’s not the $400 million that I heard yesterday from the
ND, and it’s not the $300 million or whatever it was that I heard
carlier today. It’s on page 134 in my book.

You know what, Mr. Speaker? If Alberta businesses continue to
grow and thrive as they have been under our tax policy, creating
more jobs and more jobs for Albertans, that number could change.

The Speaker: The hon. member.

Dr. Pannu: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. That $370 million comes
from the minister’s own projection of revenues.

Why does this minister think that corporations like EnCana should
be given $8.5 million in giveaways whil